€ CTIA

iding The Wireless Futufew

iar Tele ications & Internet Association

March 31, 2004
YIA ECFS

Marlene H. Dortch

Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, SW

Room TW-A325

Washington, DC 20554

Re: Ex Parte Presentation
Nationwide Programmatic Agreement Regarding the Section 106 National
Historic Preservation Act Review Process— WT Docket No. 03-128

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On March 4, 2004, the Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association
(“CTIA”) filed the attached ex parte presentation with the Commission via the Electronic
Comment Filing System (“ECFS”). Due to a clerical error, however, the ex parte
presentation was filed in WT Docket No. 03-123, rather than in the above-captioned
docket. Through this letter, CTIA hereby respectfully requests that the attached ex parte
presentation be withdrawn from WT Docket No. 03-123, and placed in WT Docket No.
03-128.

Thank you in advance for your assistance with this request. Should you have any
questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Respectfully submitted,

Christopher R. Day
Staff Counsel

1400 16" Street, NW  Suite 600 Washington, DC 20036  202.785.0081 phone  202.785.0721 fax  www.wow-cOm.com



March 4, 2004

Via Electronic Submiission

Ms, Marlene H. Dortehs, Seerctary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12 Street, SW

Washington, DO 20554

Re: Notive of Ex Parte Copnnunication
Nationwide Programmatic Agreomen! Regarding the
Scotion 106 Nahonal Historie Preservation Act Review
Process « WT Dockat Na, 03-323

Deur Ms. Dorteh:

On Thursday, March 3, 2004, Andrea Williams, Assistant General Counsel of the
Cellular Telecommunications & Internet Association ("CTIA™, sent the fallowing ¢emnil
with ity attschmoents o Jetfrey Stewnborg, Deputy Chief, Spectrum and Competition Policy
Nivision, FCCs Wireless Telecommunications Burcau in rogard 0 the above.referenced

procectding.

Pursunnt 1o Section 11206 of the Commission’s rules, this letier, the e-muil, and the
attachment are being cloctronically tited with vour otfice.

Sincerely,

7 ‘ Z/%'—\a_v

o Aaﬁfe«z £, \"H mﬁh
Assistant Guneral Counsel

Arttachment
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Andrea Williams

From: Arcrez Wiksms

Sent: Thursday, March 04, 2004 1045 AM

To: Mancy Schemu [E-mally Chardene Vaughn (E-mal)

Ce: ‘isteinbei@ifos cov'; Andrea Wiiams; Disrne Comsl

Subjsct: Progosed Language for iIncustriel & Commercial Arees Catcgorical Exclusions
fmportance: High

Industrial &
wercial Area

Dear Nancy & Charlens:

Attached for your review and consideration s CTIA'S proposed tanguage for the industrial and
commercial area categonical exclusions. | appreciate your willingness to revisit this issue and
seriously considar the proposed language. Charlens, | hops you have received the detailed voice
mail message thal | lefl Tor you indicaling that | would provide proposed language in response lo
ACHP's invitation to consider industry’s view on the rights of way and industrialicaommercial areas
categorical exclusions.

You will find that the language is similar lo Sprinl's proposal re: ROW corridors, except it also
addresses those circumstances in which a government may not have officially designated industrial
and commercial areas for siting communications towers, but the areas are 0 clustered with
industrial and commercial buildings and structures, e.4., shopping mall, industrial plants, elc,, that a
fower or antenna would not have a significant adverse effect.

Please give me a call atter you have had an opportunity to review so that we can discuss. You can
reach me on my celiphone at (202) 258-6810.

Thanks again!
Best regards,

Antrea

Sndrea O, Williams

Assistont General Counsel

Calhdar Telacommuniostions & nlermel Associgton
{202y 7363215 (volee)  (202) 785-8203 {facsimiley
awillizms@ictia org



Industrial & Commercial Areas: Stele Histode Preservation Officer sonsuitalion is not reguired
for Facititios thet are consructed within feat of an incusirial or sormmercial area designated
by a goveresment for ihe location of communicalions wwers or i ool desigeeled by @ government,
an area in which similar indusirisl or commercal hulldings or sructres arg Gustered whether or
not such aree hos been officely desigrated as an indusirial or somameral araa, provided:

1. Tne proposcd Faclity I8 not substenlially larger than already exisling
strucwres in the rcusviel or commaercial area (Substantially larger will
frack the doliniion of "substantial incregse” as defined in the Collneation
Agresmant)

2. The proposes Facility doss not rest on a gortion of he industrial or
coovursroial gren el orosses an nisionic property or S within an historie
diglrict

Trinal consultation is st required b Fuolliss i gre construcied within feel of an industrial
or commareial ares as definad aboy




Andrea Williams

From: Jefirey Stenberg Lelfroy Steirberg@ice.god
To: Aadrea Wiiarms )
Bent; Thursday, March 04, 2004 047 AM
Subject: Kead: Proposed Language for industrigl & Commercial Areas Categorical Exclusions
Your massans
o Jetrey Senbergi@ton.goy
Sutsiect

weks ) 0 37402004 1047 AL




